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belief, but that we werenottotolerate no belief. *.,
My hon. friend the member for Finsbury still more
clearly expressed similar views. He referred to
the ancient controversies as all very well: they
touched, he said, excrescences, and not the vital
substance. Now, Sir, I want to examine what is
the vital substance and what are the excrescences.
He went further than this and used a most apt,
appropriate, expressive, and still more significant
phrase. He said, * Yes, it is true you may admit
religions, some of which go near the precipice;
but now you ask us to go over it.* Gentlemen
opposite cheered loudly when that was said by the
hon. gentleman behind me. They will not give me
a single cheer now. They suspect I am quoting
this with some evil intent. The question is, am
I quoting them fairly? Or is it the fact that
some gentlemen have not fully and fairly con-
sidered their relations to the present Bill, except
that they mean to oppose whatever proceeds from
the Government ? But my hon. friend has con-
sidered very well what he said when he used the
remarkable simile about the precipice. I wish
to see what is the value of this main and principal
contention - this doctrine of the precipice - this
question between religion and irreligion, between
some belief which is to be tolerated and no belief
which cannot be tolerated. . . * The hon. and
learned gentleman the member for Launceston
. . . adopted a phrase which had fallen from the
hon. member for Portsmouth [Sir H. Drummond